Majjr 14, 1971 


The Editor 

Hew York Dimes Sunday Book Review 

New York Times 

Hew York Ciiy, New York 

Dear Sir; 

I had the funny feeling that I wasn't finding out anything 
about the book FRAME-UP by Harold ' W ei sberg when I r-.'.&d the review 
of it by John Kaplan in the Ma v ,y 2 Sunday Hew York Times Book 
Review, I presumed he dicin' t read it, so I did. 

Indeed, Mr, X apian lias overlooked the central issue of 
FRAME-UP. Which is; Martin Luther King's assassination was the 
result of conspiracy . 

Instead of reviewing for the public the evidence FRAME-UP 
establishes to prove its conspiracy thesis, K-^plan attempts to 
discredit the book on these extraneous issues: 1. FKAK&UP is part 
of the continuing literature on conspiracy in our assassinations. 

2. It attacks important men and institutions who looked no 
further than Jones Earl Ray for their solution of the crime. Sore 
of these "authorities” &4id the same for thiir investigation, of 
the John F. Kennedy death. 3. ItS author, Harold Weisberg, is not 
a lawyer. 4* FRAME -UP is irrelevant because Ray is tecnnicaiiy 
guilty according to his plea whether or not he fired the shot that 
killed King. 

The Kaplan approach clearly defeats itself. What docs his 
quibble matter wsen the assassinations of peace-makers go on, when 
the Department of Justice lias so inverted the use of conspiracy 
charges as to render them meaningless, end when Kaplan himself, 
woo teaches the law, is indifferent to the final question of 
whether our loyal system functions or not. tie wrote, "In a tria£, 
so far as we can toll, neither Ray nor the prosecution would have 

any interest in litigating the guilt of other possible co-conspirators 
unknown to us." The prosecution — in this case, a few Memphis judges 
with the help of the FBI — may not be interested in preventing tho 
assassination of future black leaders. But please. Hr, Kaplan, 
society' s interest is other, and higher. 


Tho strength of 
practicing and of 


this book lies in its exposure of mal-func ti oning , 
icial obfuscaion in the case on Its three- 


fronts: in Memphis where tne crime and the mini-trial took place; 

in Lennon where} Kny yhe$ stories of Ray's capture and extradition 


contain ■ 
Dspar ha on. 


ore myth than truth; in Washington .where the Justice 
impedes access to information heat ought to bo availahb 


to the public. 


( cent.) 



/ 
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Thr? ( evldwic; ; or tills pr. santbd in l-R/dht-UP Is admirable. 

rlufc n';i!.)0'„l * it-.’f) ClOfU.* HOTS# Wllci 1^-110 :1£S 3£<*-' FC- i*.‘U OUfc tJ ncl C(/?lSO-» 

ltd a ted, if presented, at a real trial, would rrove that Ray 
c^uio not uuve killed ivini*, but w s n rloceyj c l i o r o L s a consnirrey , 

••bat. < apian has done by tencriny the substance of P <AML -UP 
Is to suppress in turn "he factual vrvioenco wnich •.;;•<? orly inol’J v 
accord inf to Welsberg, suppressed- by the official invest lyotiorr * 
etu! the Mesa ;;nls r.u llty-oloe trial where no c.ross^eya;r 'ration took 
place. 


I object to this kind of double entente. Will the New York 
lines uiakt. it & t-rlpple? It net, it win i. ri.it i>-a. to a new review. 

Sincerely, 


(•'** i s f.) C arol J a c ■ : son 

117 We sfc 71 Street 

Kew fork City, ft. Y. I0GZ3 
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